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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to the original fihng of April 7, 2004. Claims 1-45 are pending 
and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 29-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C; 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. Applicant claims a computer program comprising code. A 
computer program is not a series of steps or acts and is not a process. A computer program is not 
a physical article or object and as such is not a machine or manufacture. A computer program is 
not a combination of substances and therefore not a compilation of matter. Thus, a computer 
program by itself does not fall within any of the four categories of invention. Therefore, claims 
29-42 are not statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-5, 8-19, 22-33, and 36-45 are rejected imder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
xmpatentable over U.S. Patent 6,674,453 (Schilit et aU in view of "Sams Teach Yourself 
Microsoft Intemet Explorer 5 in 10 Minutes", by Jill T. Freeze, published by Sams Publishing 
1999 (Freeze) . 

Claims L 15 and 29 : Schilit et ah disclose a method for document link presentation and 
selection in an electronic device, the method comprising: 

opening a first hypertext page comprising at least one separate link area in said 

electronic device (Schilit et aL col 5 lines 9-16); 

Schilit et aL do not disclose the displaying of at least part of said first hypertext 
page in a movable view window in the area of said first hypertext page, nor the 
detfemiining of a link area neatest to a first point on said* view window. However, * 
Freeze discloses that when web pages overflow a screen's boundaries in 
Microsoft Intemet Explorer 5™ that one can scroll both vertically and 
horizontally until the desired elements appear onscreen (Freeze page 32 "See the 
Whole Picture") as well as moving a mouse pointer over a link will determine a 
URL for the link (Freeze page 32 "Where am I going?"). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present 
invention was made to allow a user to navigate a larger hypertext document using 
a moveable view window as well as using a cursor to determine links. One would 
have been motivated to do this in order to better view a preformatted larger 
webpage without sacrificing the format for a smaller screen and to allow the user 
greater fireedom in their selection of links. 
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Schilit et ah further disclose forming a link list comprising links associated w/ 
said link area (Schilit et aL col 5 lines 35-61); 

allowing a user to select a first link in the list (Schilit et aL col 5 lines 41-42); and 

opening a second hypertext page indicated by said first link in said electronic 

device (Schilit et aL col 8 lines 25-34). 
Claims 2, 16 and 30 : Schilit et aL and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 1,15 and 
29 above, and Schilit et aL fiirther disclose the method comprising: 

activating said link Ust in response to a user interface event (Schilit et aL col 5 

lines 41-49); and 

presenting said link list in a separate window (Schilit et aL col 5 lines 41-49). 
Claims 3, 17 and 31 : Schilit et aL and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 1, 15, and 
29 above, and Schilit et aL fiulher disclose the method comprising: 

determining a logical order for at least two links in said link list based on a spatial 

order of the link descriptions on said first hypertext page (Schilit et al, col 5 lines 

51-53); 

assigning at least two keys in said electronic device for said at least two links 
based on said logical order (Schilit et aL Figure 5B); and 

communicating said selection of said first link by pressing one of said at least two 

keys (Schilit et aL col 5 lines 40-52). 
Claims 4. 18 and 32 : Schilit et aL and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 3, 17 and 
3 1 above, and Schilit et aL further disclose the method wherein said at least two keys are 
function keys (Schilit et aL col 5 lines 24-26 "keypad"). 



Application/Control Number: 10/820,432 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2109 

Claims 5. 19 and 33 : Schilit et ah and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 3, 17 and 
31 above, and Schilit et aL further disclose the method wherein said at least two keys are 
number keys (Schilit et al, col 5 lines 24-26 "keypad"). 

Claims 8, 22 and 36 : Schilit et al. and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 1,15 and 
29 above, and Schilit et aL further discloses the method wherein said link area is a 
separate structural element in the source code for said hypertext page (Schilit et aL col 5 
lines 13-15 "parsed"). 

Claims 9. 23 and 37 : Schilit et aL and Freeze disclose the method as in claim 1,15 and 
29 above, and Schilit et aL further disclose that the electronic device is a mobile terminal 
(Schilit et aL Abstract lines 3-5). Schilit et aL do not disclose that said hypertext page is 
larger than the display on said electronic device. However, Freeze discloses that when 
web pages overflow a screen's boundaries in Microsoft Internet Explorer 5™ that one 
can scroll both vertically and horizontally until the desired elements appear onscreen 
(Freeze page 32 "See the Whole Picture"). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present invention was made for a webpage to be 
larger than the display on the mobile terminal. One would have been motivated to 
include this as mobile devices tend to have small resolution screens and most web pages 
appear larger than them. 

Claims 10, 24 and 38 : Schilit et aL and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 9, 23 
and 37 above, and Schilit et aL further disclose that said hypertext page is specified using 
HTML or XHTML (Schilit et aL col 2 lines 25-34 and col 5 lines 9-1 1). 
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Claims IK 25 and 39 : Schilit et aL and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 1,15 
and 29 above, but do not specifically disclose the method wherein said view window is 
moved in the area of said hypertext page using a pointer device. However, Freeze shows 
clicking and dragging to scroll to the desired elements (Freeze page 32 "See the Whole 
Picture"). Further, applicant shows the use of pointer devices such as finger-operated 
joysticks, mini-trackballs, flat sliding buttons, and the standard mouse is known in the 
related art (Present Specification page 3 lines 21-29). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present invention was made to 
allow a user to use a pointing device, such as a joystick, to navigate the view window. 
One would have been motivated to do this in order to provide the user with a large 
number of inpuf choices. 

Claims 12, 26 and 40 : Schilit et ai. and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 1,15 
and 29 above, but do not specifically disclose the method wherein said electronic device 
is a SYMBIAN™ operating system device. However, one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the present invention was made would know that in order for an electronic 
device to browse the Internet, the device would have to have some sort of existing 
software backbone in place, i.e. an operating system. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present invention was made to 
have the electronic device the method is acting on to come installed with an operating 
system capable of accessing the intemet such as WINDOWS 95™, WINDOWS 98™, 
WINDOWS XP™, SYMBIAN™, LINUX, X-WINDOWS™, etc. One would have been 
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motivated to do this in order to have the method act on a preexisting operating system 
instead of spending resources in order to develop one's own. 

Claims 13, 27 and 41 : Schilit et aL and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 1,15 
and 29 above, but do not specifically disclose the method wherein said electronic device 
is a SYMBIAN™ operating system device. However, one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the present invention was made would know that in order for an electronic 
device to browse the Intemet, the device would have to have some sort of existing 
software backbone in place, i.e. an operating system. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present invention was made to 
have the electronic device the method is acting on to come installed with an operating 
system capable of accessing the intemet such as WINDOWS 95™, WINDOWS 98™, ^ 
WINDOWS XP™, SYMBIAN™, LINUX, X-WINDOWS™, etc. One would have been 
motivated to do this in order to have the method act on a preexisting operating system 
instead of spending resources in order to develop one's own. 

Claims 14. 28 and 42 : Schilit et al, and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 1,15 
and 29 above, but do not specifically disclose the method wherein said electronic device 
is a GPRS or a UMTS terminal. However, applicant shows that it is well known in the 
art to use General Packet Radio System (GPRS) for mobile terminals (Present 
Specification, page 3 lines 13-14). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present 
invention was made would know that these mobile devices can be of various network 
varieties such as GPRS, UMTP, or GSM. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present invention was made to allow the mobile 
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device access to the GPRS, UMTP, or GSM networks. One would have been motivated 
to do this in order to use an existing protocol instead of spending resources in order to 
develop one's own. 

Claims 43-45 : Schilit et aL and Freeze disclose the computer program as in claim 29, 
but do not specifically disclose that the program is stored on a computer readable medium 
such as a removable memory card, or a magnetic or optical disk. However, one of 
ordinary skill in the art would know that a program by itself is just a series of words. In 
order for a program to produce a result, it needs to be stored in a medium that is operable 
on by a computer or electronic device. These computer readable mediums include 
intemal memory, external memory and optical and magnetic disks. One would be 
motivated to place the program on an extemal device suth as optical or removal niemory 
in order to allow a user to place the program on separate electronic devices, thereby 
expanding the usability of the program. 
6. Claims 6-7, 20-21 and 34-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent 6,674,453 (Schilit et aL) in view of "Sams Teach Yourself Microsoft Internet 
Explorer 5 in 10 Minutes", by Jill T. Freeze, published by Sams Publishing 1999 (Freeze) and in 
further view of "Microsoft Windows XP Unleashed", by Terry W. Ogletree, published by Sams 
Publishing 2002 (Ogletree) . 

Claims 6, 20 and 34 : Schilit et al. and Freeze disclose the method as in claims 1,15 and 
29 above, but do not disclose that the first point is a stationary point on said view 
window. Ogletree shows the MouseKeys ftmction in Microsoft WINDOWS XPTM. 
The MouseKeys ftmction allows a user to use keys to move the pointer on the screen 
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(Ogletree pages 113-114). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the present invention was made to place the cursor in the 
stationary position of the view window, and use the arrow keys to navigate the window, 
pressing the "5" button to make a selection when the cursor falls on the right spot. One 
would have been motivated to do this in order for the method to appeal to a larger range 
of user, including those that prefer to use a keyboard or pad to a mouse or other pointing 
device. Schilit et al. further disclose the indicating of the nearest hyperlink (Schilit et al. 
Fig. 6A-C). 

Claims 7, 21 and 35 : Schilit et aK, Freeze, and Ogletree disclose the method as in 
claims 6, 20 and 35 above, but do not specifically disclose that the cursor is placed at the 
center of the view window. However, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
present invention was made would know that placing the key at a stationary point in the 
view window would mean that it could be placed at the center, bottom center, bottom left, 
top right, or any variation thereof the view window. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the present invention was made to 
place the cursor at the center of the view window. One would have been motivated to do 
this in order to provide a more logical viewing experience for a user. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 6,075,537 - Adapathya et al. - use of hotspots in hypertext docimient pages 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Tank whose telephone number is 571-270-1692. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri (Alt. Fri Off) 0730-1500 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Myhre can be reached on 571-270-1065. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
infomiation system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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